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P E L A N D E R, Chief Judge. 

¶1 After a jury trial in March 2006, appellant Bruce Green was convicted of theft

of a means of transportation, third-degree burglary, and possession of burglary tools.  In a

separate hearing conducted immediately after trial, the jury found Green had five prior

historical felony convictions on all three counts and the theft and burglary offenses were
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committed for pecuniary gain and financially harmed the victim.  The trial court sentenced

Green as a repetitive offender to concurrent, presumptive prison terms on all three counts,

the longest of which was 11.25 years.

¶2 Counsel has filed a brief in compliance with Anders v. California, 386 U.S.

738, 87 S. Ct. 1396 (1967), and State v. Clark, 196 Ariz. 530, 2 P.3d 89 (App. 1999),

stating that she has thoroughly reviewed the record on appeal and has found no arguable

issue to raise.  She asks this court to search the entire record for reversible error.  This court

allowed Green time to file a supplemental brief, but he did not do so.

¶3 Pursuant to our obligation under Anders, we have reviewed the entire record.

We are satisfied that reasonable evidence established all necessary elements of the charged

crimes to support Green’s convictions for violating A.R.S. §§ 13-1814, 13-1506, and 13-

1505.  Our review of the pretrial and sentencing proceedings likewise has shown the

presence of no errors that can be characterized as fundamental and prejudicial. 

¶4 Accordingly, Green’s convictions and sentences are affirmed.

____________________________________
JOHN PELANDER, Chief Judge

CONCURRING:

________________________________________
JOSEPH W. HOWARD, Presiding Judge

________________________________________
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GARYE L. VÁSQUEZ, Judge


